The South Carolina Court of %Ippe_alz

John Doe 2 and Jane Doe 4, John Doe 10, Jane Doe 11,
John Doe 193, Father Doe 194, and John Doe 194,
Respondents,

V.

The Bishop of Charleston, A Corporation Sole; Robert
Guglielmone, The Bishop of Charleston, in his official
Capacity; Rev. Monsignor Martin Laughlin, former
Administrator of the Diocese of Charleston, in his official
Capacity; Robert J. Baker, former Bishop of Charleston,
in his official capacity; Lawrence E. Richter, Jr.; David
K. Haller; and Richter and Haller, LLC; Defendants,

Of whom, The Bishop of Charleston, A Corporation
Sole; Robert Guglielmone, The Bishop of Charleston, in
his official Capacity; Rev. Monsignor Martin Laughlin,
former Administrator of the Diocese of Charleston, in his
official Capacity; and Robert J. Baker, former Bishop of
Charleston, in his official capacity; are Appellants,

And Lawrence E. Richter, Jr.; David K. Haller; and
Ricl}ter and Haller, LLC; are Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-001092

ORDER

Appellants have filed a petition to rehear the dismissal of this appeal, arguing in
part this court improperly granted Respondents' motion to dismiss without

allowing for the filing and consideration of a return to the motion. In a letter to

this court, Respondents indicated they do not intend to file a return to the petition
unless one is requested. In order to allow Appellants the opportunity to fully argue.



their position to this court, any party may submit a memorandum addressing the
appealability of the orders on appeal within fifteen days of this order. This court
will consider Appellants' petition for rehearing upon receipt of memoranda from all

parties or the expiration of fifteen days.
I .

FOR THE COURT

- Columbia, South Carolina

cc:  Richard S. Dukes, Jr., Esquire
Brian James Kern, Esquire
Gregg E. Meyers, Esquire
Susan Taylor Wall, Esquire
James L. Bruner, Esquire
Benjamin C. Bruner, Esquire
Henry Wilkins Frampton, IV, Esquire
Albert P. Shahid, Jr., Esquire
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